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Status 

1 )^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 10 October 2007 . 
2a )□ This action is FINAL. 2b)|3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) ^ Claim(s) 1-31 is/are pending in the application. 
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5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) n Claim(s) is/are rejected. 

?)□ Clalm(s) is/are objected to. 

8) IEI Claim(s) 1-31 are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 
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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held In abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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12)0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)n All b)n Some * c)^ None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This office action is in response to the amendment of October 10, 2007. In 
making the below rejections and/or objections the examiner has considered and 
addressed each of the applicant's arguments. 

2. The examiner acknowledges the amendment to claim 31. Claim 32 has been 
canceled by applicant. 

Election/ Restrictions 

3. Restriction is required under 35 U.S.C. 121 and 372. 

This application contains the following inventions or groups of inventions which 

are not so linked as to form a single general inventive concept under PCT Rule 13.1. 

In accordance with 37 CFR 1.499, applicant is required, in reply to this action, to 
elect a single invention to which the claims must be restricted. 

I. Group 1, claim(s) 1-30, drawn to a coolant pump apparatus 
having the special technical feature of a set of swirl vanes, a 
radiator port, and a radiator port closer provided within a pump 
chamber. 

II. Group 2, claim(s) 31, drawn to a coolant pump apparatus with the 
special technical feature of an impeller having two sets of blades 
wherein a first primary set of blades orientated in a primarily axial 
direction and a secondary set of blades orientated in a primarily 
radial direction. 

4. There are no claims considered generic to groups 1 and 2. The inventions of 
group 1 and 2 have separate and distinct special technical features. 
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5. Applicant is advised that the response to this requirement to be complete must 
include and election of one the above groups even if the requirement is traversed. 

6. If a selection of Group 1 is made, the applicant is advised that a separate 
election will be required. With respect to the invention of group 1, the application 
contains claims directed to more than one species of the generic invention. These 
species are deemed to lack unity of invention because they are not so linked as to form 
a single general inventive concept under PCT Rule 13.1. 

The species are as follows: 

- Species 1-A - The embodiment of figure 9 

- Species 1-B - The embodiment of figure 5 

- Species 1-C - The embodiment of figure 4 

- Species 1-D - The embodiment of figure 5 in concert with the 
disclosure 1)0026 of the instant application 

- Species 1-E - The embodiment of figure 8 

Applicant is required, in reply to this action, to elect a single species to which the 
claims shall be restricted if no generic claim is finally held to be allowable. The reply 
must also identify the claims readable on the elected species, including any claims 
subsequently added. An argument that a claim is allowable or that all claims are generic 
is considered non-responsive unless accompanied by an election. 

Upon the allowance of a generic claim, applicant will be entitled to consideration 
of claims to additional species which are written in dependent form or otherwise include 
all the limitations of an allowed generic claim as provided by 37 CFR 1.141. If claims 
are added after the election, applicant must indicate which are readable upon the 
elected species. MPEP § 809.02(a). 
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7. The claims are deemed to correspond to tlie species listed above in the following 

manner: 

- Claims 1 and 4 read on Species 1-A 

- Claims 1, 5-6, and 13-19 read on Species 1-B 

- Claims 1, 9-10 read on Species 1-C 

- Claims 1, 22-26 read on Species 1-D 

- Claims 1, 26-28 read on Species 1-E 

8. The following claim(s) are generic: claims 1-3, 7-8, 12, 25, 29, and 30. 

9. The species listed above do not relate to a single general inventive concept 
under PCT Rule 13.1 because, under PCT Rule 13.2, the species lack the same or 
corresponding special technical features for the following reasons: Although claims listed 
in item 8 of this action are generic, independent claim 1 is not considered to be 
patentable and considered to be subject to a rejection on the grounds of nonstatutory 
obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-19 of U.S. 
Patent No. 6,887,046 in view of Arnold US 2002/0187061 Al. 

The examiner notes the applicant's argument that the prior patent does not 
claim a set of swirl-vanes, a radiator-port, and a radiator-port-closer within a pump 
chamber. However Arnold teaches a similar pump structure used for a turbocharger 
including a pump provided in a fixed housing 12 having walls which define a pump 
chamber 24, a pump impeller provided within the pump chamber 24, a port 28, a port 
closer 34, a port closer driver (actuator not shown), and a set of swirl vanes 22, wherein 
a set of swirl vanes 22, a port 28, and a port closer 34 are located inside a pumping 
chamber 24. The special technical feature which applicant claims in the instant 
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application, which is not claimed in the prior patent, is an obvious feature of similar 

technology. 

10. Applicant is advised that the response to this requirement to be complete must 
include and election of one the above species in the event that group 1 is selected, even 
if the requirement is traversed. 

Response to Arguments 

11. The examiner notes applicant's argument that claims 1 and 3-8 of the US patent 
do not claim the identical subject matter as claims 5, 13-18, and 32 of the instant 
application. The examiner notes that the applicant has moved a section of the 
limitations stated in claim 1 (col. 21 II. 43-48) of the US patent into a dependent claim in 
the instant application with claim 3. Thus the applicant has effectively set forth 
limitations that are broader than the limitations of the "Foreign" application of which it 
claims priority under 35 U.S.C. 371. For this reason it was determined that claims 5, 13- 
18, and 32 were subject to statutory double patenting under 35 U.S.C. 101. In light of 
the applicant's arguments, the examiner agrees that claim 1 of the U.S. patent does not 
claim the limitations of claim 1 of the instant application wherein a set of swirl vanes, a 
radiator port, and a radiator port closer located inside a pump chamber. Claim 1 of each 
of the US patent and the instant application, claim substantially the same invention. As 
the application stands currently, claims 5, and 13-18 would be rejected under non- 
statutory obviousness double patenting in any subsequent office action on the merits. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to LEONARD J. WEINSTEIN whose telephone number is 
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(571)272-9961. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday 7:00 - 
5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Devon Karmer can be reached on (571) 272-7118. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Devon C Kramer/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 
3683 

/Leonard J Weinstein/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 3746 



